If you look at Douarnenez from the harbour wall, Kerlouarnec lies over the hill which faces you. Some miles away to the left lies the famous village of St. Anne la Palud where there is a Grand Pardon every August. There is an outdoor mass, partly in Breton with a sermon in French, and after lunch there is a wonderful procession. Further The 23 conference papers-to be published in the Ver)ffentlichungen der Internationalen Gesellschaft fur Geschichte der Pharmazie-when heard and discussed in the space of a few days produced an impact which will certainly be missing from the printed volume of papers. It seems timely to mention the impact of the conference 414
News, Notes and Queries in view of a recent publication, edited by A. Berman, on Pharmaceutical Historiography,' a volume which if nothing else should make every writer of pharmaceutical, medical and scientific history critically examine his own work. It is a measure of the stimulus of George Urdang, one of the founders of the Gesellschaft fur Geschichte der Pharmazie and who may justly be called the Sigerist of pharmaceutical history,2 that his three papers on historiography (published in 1927) are translated in the Berman volume. The success of the German-organized Gesellschaft in promoting scholarly work in history and awakening general historical interest-in large measure through its congresses-underlines the paucity of interest in this country.
A most conspicuous feature of the Athens conference was the papers, many from Roumania, dealing with the study of medical folklore and materia medica (even proprietary remedies) as aids to modem drug research. This feature led to a suggestion for an international symposium on the subject, a suggestion which could well have arisen from the feeling that more careful use of historical techniques is needed in this large, difficult area of study.
Most of the remaining papers were concerned with the professional aspects of pharmacy, e.g. pharmaceutical education, technology, and literature. As with most international conferences the variety of papers provided a salutary reminder about a too chauvinistic approach to history. One point discussed in Pharmaceutical Historiography seems especially pertinent to the Congress-the relationship between the amateur and the professional historian both as writers and readers3. Possibly because of a time limit of 15-20 minutes the congress papers dealt largely with collating facts rather than interpretation. Although the papers were of undoubted value, for facts must of course come before interpretation (and additionally many of them included superb illustrations too numerous to be published) their lack of interpretation restricted discussion and hence limited their conference value. This seemed especially disappointing with an audience-as at most medical and pharmaceutical history conferences-which included many who generally have little contact with the academic historian.
The stimulus of the conference sessions alone made the Congress an unqualified success. But numerous additional features helped to make it altogether a memorable occasion; for example, the Greek hospitality including a gift of a handsome plaque bearing a design based on aspects of Minoan medicine. Add to this the conference excursions, one being to the famous ruined Temple of Aesculapius at Epidaurus, and it can be appreciated that perspective was persistently injected into the conference proceedings which dealt mainly with the seventeenth century to the present day. 
